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In the attached sheets, any reference to the written opinion of the International Searching Authority should be read as a reference 
to the international preliminary report on patentability (Chapter I) instead. 
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II 
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Box No. 


III 


Non-establishment of opinion with regard to novelty, inventive step and industrial 
applicability 
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IV 
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Reasoned statement under Article 35(2) with regard to novelty, inventive step or industrial 
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VII 
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Certain observations on the international application 
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Box No. I Basis of the opinion 



1. With regard to the ianguage. this opinion has been established on the basis of: 
S the international application in the language in which it was filed 

a. type of material: 

□ a sequence listing 

□ table(s) related to the sequence listing 

b. format of material: 

□ on paper 

□ in electronic form 

c. time of filing/furnishing: 

□ contained in the international application as filed. 

□ filed together with the international application in electronic form. 

□ furnished subsequently to this Authority for the purposes of search. 

3. □ In addition in the case that more than one version or copy of a sequence iistina and/or table rPlatinn thprptn 

has been filed or furnished, the required statements that the information in fhelubs^^^^^^ 
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1. Statement 



Novelty (N) 


Yes: 


Claims 


2-15, 17-27,29-38 




No: 


Claims 


1,16,28 


Inventive step (IS) 


Yes: 


Claims 






No: 


Claims 


1-38 


Industrial applicability (lA) 


Yes: 


Claims 


1-38 




No: 


Claims 





2, Citations and explanations 
see separate sheet 
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INTERNATIONAL SEARChTnG Intemafonal application No. 

AUTHORITY (SEPARATE SHEET) PCT/US2006/0241 PP 

Re Item V. 

1 Reference is made to the following documents: 

D1 : WO-A-03085613 
D4 : US-B-6199107 



Claims 1, 12, 1 6 (method claims) and claims 28, 34, 36 (device claims) do not 
fulfil the requirements of Art. 6 PCT because only an independent claim in every 
category is allowable. 

Nevertheless a complete substantive examination will be performed for the sake 
of completeness. 



3 Claim 1 does not fulfil the requirements of Art. 33(2) PCT. 

D1 discloses a method of downloading gaming software (Abstract "transfer 
gaming software.... between two gaming devices"), the method comprising: 
determining that desired gaming software is available (page 44 lines 6-10 "the 
gaming software registration database... what gaming software upgrades are 
available...a gaming machine operator may request this information..."); 
selecting a channel corresponding to the desired gaming software (Abstract 
"gaming machine may.. .communicate with devices over a public network such as 
the Internet", this implies TCP/IP protocol is used, and the IP protocol requires 
predefined IP addresses of sender and receiver, and the TCP protocol requires 
predefined source port and destination port, thus a predefined channel is assigned 
to a software); and downloading the desired gaming software on a selected 
channel (Abstract "transfer gaming software....between two gaming devices"). 

Claim 1 is therefore not novel (Art. 33(2) PCT). 

3). Claim 12 does not fulfil the requirements of Art. 33 (3) PCT. 

D1 discloses a method of downloading gaming software in a network of gaming 



Form PCT/ISA/237 (Separate Sheet) (Sheet 1 ) (EPO-April 2005) 



WRITTEN OPINION OF THE , , . , 

INTERNATIONAL SEARCHING Internatronal appl.cafon No. 
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machines (Abstract "transfer gaming software.... between two gaming devices") 
comprising: 

detecting desired software from a continuous transmission of gaming software on 
a cliannel of a gaming networl<; 

beginning a download of tine desired gaming software at a first frame; 
and 

completing the download of the desired gaming software at a second frame 

(Abstract "transfer gaming software.... between two gaming devices Internet", 

the software is downloaded using the TCP/IP protocol). 

The following feature of claim 12 is not anticipated by D1 : 

(i) wherein the first arbitrary frame and the second arbitrary frame are not the 
first and last frames of the desired software. 

The applicant did not indicate in the application which is the technical problem to 
be solved by feature (i). Feature (i) is very broad and could have several 
interpretations one of them, could result in that the problem to be solved by 
feature (i) can be formulated as: 

pi which download scheme is chosen for downloading the packets to the 
gaming machine? 

It was well-known before the priority date of the application that there are two 
basic schemes for carrying out a download a complete download of a software or 
a partial download (some components of the software are downloaded but not the 
whole, e.g. D4 Abstract "partial download. Figures 12, 13). The skilled person in 
view thereof would allow to perform a partial download in D1 -thus introducing 
feature (i) into D1- for the purpose of solving p1 . 

The subject-matter of claim 12 does therefore not fulfil the requirements of Art 
33(3) PCT. 

4). Claim 1 6 does not fulfil the requirements of Art. 33(2) PCT. 

As indicated above D1 (Abstract, page 44 lines 6-10 ) discloses the transmission 
of software via Intemet. Every Internet channel is determined by the IP address 
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and TCP port. This teaching anticipates the features of claim 1 6. 
Claim 16 is therefore not novel (Art. 33(2) PCT). 

The common general knowledge renders obvious claim 16. Basically claim 16 is 
trying to cover the scope that a first software is sent using a channel A, and a 
second software is sent using channel B. It was well-known before the priority 
date that a computer had two different point-to-point connections (i.e. the most 
basic connection is using the interface RS-232 of the computer). This implied that 
for a predetermined exchange of information (e.g. downloading data) with a first 
terminal a first channel was used (first point-to-point connection), and for a 
predetermined exchange of information with a second terminal a second channel 
was used (second point-to-point connection). 

5). D1 (Abstract, Figures 1,9-11, page 6 second paragraph) anticipates the 
features of claim 28. Claim 28 does therefore not fulfil the requirements of Art 
33(2) PCT. 



6). The supplementary features of the further claims refer to either non-technical 
features (e.g. claim 9) or to commonplace technical features which cannot serve 
as basis for an allowable independent claim. 
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